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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 9 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

3. Claims 9 and 27 recites the limitation "the packaging 
server" at line 6 of both claims. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action : 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-3,5,8, and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Rodriguez et al * (U.S. Patent 

No. 6,487,718 hereinafter "Rodriguez") in view of Neal (U.S. 
Patent No. 6, 192, 518) . 

6. Referring to claims 1-3, Rodriguez teaches a computer-based 
method for duplicating, onto one or more selected target 
computers, a software system installed on a source computer the 
method comprising: 

retrieving an image of the source computer (see lines 10-50 
of column 6) ; 

transmitting the image from the source computer to an 
installation engine (see lines 10-50 of column 6; note the 
installation engine is the server) ; 

recreating at the installation engine in an imaging area 
the software system of the source computer system based on 
information in the image (see lines 10-50 of column 6) ; and 

installing the recreated software system on the selected 
target computer systems (see paragraph bridging paragraphs 6 and 
7; see lines 20-21 for selecting a target computer) . 

Rodriguez fails to specifically teach the limitation that 
the image contains at least hardware configuration information 
of the source computer, disk partitioning information of the 
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source computer, a list of files installed on the source 
computer including the full file name of the file and file 
attribute information associated with the file, and operating- 
system-specific information of the source computer, however 
Rodriguez does teach the image comprising the entire operating 
environment of the computer (see lines 26-50 of column 6) . 

Neal teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 40-67 of column 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Rodriguez with the above teachings of Neal, One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification because Rodriquez teaches the image can comprise 
the entire operating environment of the computer. 

7. Referring to claim 5, Neal teaches reporting the status of 
the each target computer's installation of the recreated 
software system (see lines 35-39 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to modify the method of 
Rodriguez with the above teachings of Neal . One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to report any errors to the user. 
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8. Referring to claim 8, Rodriguez as modified by Neal teaches 
the step of recreating of the software system of the source 
computer further comprises: 

initializing the imaging area based on the disk partition 
information (see lines 10-50 of column 6 of Rodriguez) ; 

for each file listed in the list of files, acquiring a copy 
of the file and writing the copy of the file to the imaging area 
(see lines 10-50 of column 6 of Rodriguez) ; and 

copying operating-system-specific information of the source 
computer to the imaging area (see lines 10-50 of column 6 of 
Rodriguez) . 

9. Referring to claims 20-22, Rodriguez teaches a computer- 
based method for creating an image of a first computer and 
saving the image on a second computer system the method 
comprising : 

at the first computer, creating an image of the first 
computer (see lines 10-50 of column 6) ; 

sending the image to the second computer (see paragraph 
bridging columns 6 and 7); and 

at the second computer, storing the image in a database 
that is accessible by the second computer ( see paragraph 
bridging columns 6 and 7) . 
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Rodriguez fails to teach the image identifying at least the 
hardware configuration of the first computer, a list of files 
installed on the first computer including the full name of the 
file and the attribute information associated with the file, and 
operating- system- specif ic information of the first computer. 

Neal teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 40-67 of column 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Rodriguez with the above teachings of Neal. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification because Rodriquez teaches the image can comprise 
the entire operating environment of the computer. 

10. Referring to claim 23, Rodriguez teaches the step of 
selecting the first computer system from a plurality of computer 
systems (see lines 17-23 of column 3). 

11. Claims 4,9, and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Rodriguez in view of Neal as applied 
to claims 1-3,5,8, and 20-23 above, and further in view of Mund 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,721,846 hereinafter "Mund"). 


Application/Control Number: 09/840,658 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2182 

12. Referring to claim 4, the combination of Rodriguez and Neal 
fails to teach the method comprising retrieving the image from a 
database . 

Mund teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 30-45 of column 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Rodriguez and Neal with the teachings of Mund. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such modification to reduce the amount of time and network 
traffic required in transferring an image as suggested by Mund 
(see lines 40-42 of column 1) . 

13. Referring to claims 24-26, Rodriguez teaches a method for 
recreating the software system of a source computer onto an 
installation engine, the method comprising: 

retrieving an image of the source computer (see lines 10-50 
of column 6) ; 

transmitting the image from the source computer to an 
installation engine (see lines 10-50 of column 6; note the 
installation engine is the server) ; 
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recreating at the installation engine in an imaging area 
the software system of the source computer system based on 
information in the image (see lines 10-50 of . column 6); and 

installing the recreated software system on the selected 
target computer systems (see paragraph bridging paragraphs 6 and 
7; see lines 20-21 for selecting a target computer) . 

Rodriguez fails to specifically teach the limitation that 
the image contains at least hardware configuration information 
of the source computer, disk partitioning information of the 
source computer, a list of files installed on the source 
computer including the full file name of the file and file 
attribute information associated with the file, and operating- 
system- specif ic information of the source computer, however 
Rodriguez does teach the image comprising the entire operating 
environment of the computer (see lines 26-50 of column 6) . 

Neal teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 40-67 of column 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
method of Rodriguez with the above teachings of Neal. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification because Rodriquez teaches the image can comprise 
the entire operating environment of the computer. 
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The combination of Rodriguez and Neal fails to teach the 
method comprising retrieving the image from a database. 

Mund teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 30-45 of column 3) • 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Rodriguez and Neal with the teachings of Mund. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such modification to reduce the amount of time and network 
traffic required in transferring an image as suggested by Mund 
(see lines 40-42 of column 1) . 

14. Referring to claims 9 and 27, the combination of Rodriguez 
and Neal fails to teach the step of acquiring a copy of the file 
further comprises: 

if the file exists on the storage subsystem of the 
installation engine, retrieving the file from the storage 
subsystem at the installation engine; and 

if the file does not exist on the storage subsystem of the 
installation engine requesting a copy of the file from the 
packaging engine . 

Mund teaches the above limitation (see lines 8-3 2 of column 
4; Note the image storage is the packaging server) . 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Rodriguez and Neal with the teachings of Mund. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such modification to ensure all of the files needed are 
available . 

15. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rodriguez in view of Neal as applied to claims 
1-3,5,8, and 20-23 above, and further in view of Jenevein et al . 
(U.S. Patent No. 6, 615, 365 hereinafter "Jenevein' 7 ). 

16. Referring to claim 7, the combination of Rodriguez and Neal 
teaches transferring the image in a compressed form (see Neal, 
lines 44-67) however the combination fails to teach the image 
being transmitted in an encrypted form also. 

Jenevein teaches transmitting the image in an encrypted 
form (see lines 5-27 of column 5) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Rodriguez and Neal with the teachings of 
Jenevein. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
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motivated to make such modification in to provide extra security 
in transferring the images. 

17. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rodriguez in view of Neal as applied to claims 
1-3,5,8, and 20-23 above, and further in view of Maclnnis (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,487,723 hereinafter Maclnnis) . 

18. Referring to claim 6, the combination of Rodriguez and Neal 
fails to teach the method further comprising the step of 
determining hardware compatibility of the target computer with 
the source computer by comparing at the installation engine the 
hardware configuration information identified in the image to 
the hardware configuration of the target machine. 

Maclnnis teaches a method for remote installation of 
software comprising the above limitation (see lines 32-43 of 
column 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Rodriguez and Neal with the above teachings of 
Maclnnis. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to make such modification in order to determine if the 
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source and target machines are compatible as suggested by 
Maclnnis (see lines 32-43 of Maclnnis) . 

19. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rodriguez in view of Luu (U.S. Patent No. 
6, 324, 690) . 

20. Referring to claim 19, Rodriguez teaches a system 
comprising: 

a source computer system coupled to a communication network 
(see item labeled 402 in figure 4A) ; 

an intelligent installation server coupled to a 
communication network (see item labeled 400 in figure 4A) ; 

a means for selecting the source computer from system from 
a plurality of source computer systems (see lines 17-23 of 
column 3) ; 

means for selecting recreating the software system of the 
source computer from information provided by the image provided 
at the intelligent installation server (see lines 10-50 of 
column 6) ; 

Rodriguez fails to teach teaches a deployment console 
coupled to a communication network, an imaging a packaging 
server coupled to a communication network, a plurality of target 
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workstations, means for creating and storing an image of 
software system installed on the selected source computer at the 
imaging and packaging server, means for selecting the plurality 
of target computers at the deployment console, and means for 
installing the recreated image in the selected plurality of 
target computers . 

Luu teaches a deployment console coupled to a communication 
network (see item labeled 201 in figure 2); 

an imaging a packaging server coupled to a communication 
network (see item labeled 206 in figure 2); 

a plurality of target workstations (see items labeled 202- 
2 04 in figure 2) ; 

a means for creating and storing an image of software 
system installed on the selected source computer at the imaging 
and packaging server (see lines 33-61 of column 6) ; 

means for selecting the plurality of target computers at 
the deployment console (see paragraph bridging columns 6 and 7) ; 
and means for installing the recreated image in the selected 
plurality of target computers (see paragraph bridging columns 6 
and 7) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system of Rodriguez with the teachings of Luu. One of ordinary 
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skill in the art would have been motivated to make such 
modification in order to allow the distribution of application 

software to user' s computers automatically at any time without 
user intervention as suggested by Luu (see lines 1-14 of column 
2) . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

21. Claims 10-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims . 

Conclusion 

22 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. The following 
references are cited to show the state of the art as it pertains 
to remote software installation: 

U.S. Patent No. 6,144,922 to Turpin teaches transmitting 
images of a source computer to a plurality of destination 
computers; 

U.S. Patent No. 5,421,009 to Piatt teaches a method for 
remotely installing software from a central computer; 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,933,647 to Aronberg et al . teaches a 
deployment console, and an installation server for remotely 
installing software on selected target computers; 

U.S. Patent No. 6,286,041 to Collins, III et al . teaches a 
installation and packaging server. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 703 305-7800. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jeffrey A Gaff in can be 
reached on 703 308-3301. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Effective October 13, 2004, the examiner can be reached at 
571 272-4160 and the examiner's supervisor can be reached at 571 
272-4146. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (tail^eeiO/ // 


EJS 

September 10, 2004 



